7 page 1(1) 
fs) 


attac 


Sand in the wheels 


Weekly newsletter ~ n°128 - Wednesday 15 May 2002. 


USTALNABLE PROBLEMS 


Content 







































































1- WTO Tidbits (By the Attac work group on international treaties, Marseilles) 

Apart from a few bilateral trade agreements, there has been little or no agreement at any of the negotiating 
tables: the same cleavage between the developing world and the rich countries affects negotiations on 
market access and technical assistance, while the rich countries are apparently bent on derailing the coming 
World Summit on Sustainable Development. The EU, against opposition from powerful lobbies, seeks to limit 
fishing in European waters to safeguard endangered species and limit over-fishing. 

2- Land Reforms: An Evaluation of World Bank strategies (By | DEAs) 

Land redistribution is the basic prerequisite for an inclusive, broad-based development that would allow a 
nation to ensure a decent standard of living for all its citizens. Mere technological advances and the use of 
improved seeds, fertilisers, tractors, harvesters, irrigation etc. have failed to provide millions of small and 
marginal peasants worldwide with even two square meals a day. 

3- Corporations are inventing people to rubbish their opponents on the internet (By 
George Monbiot) 

The most effective marketing worms its way into our consciousness, leaving intact the perception that we 
have reached our opinions and made our choices independently. As old as humankind itself, over the past 
few years this approach has been refined, with the help of the internet, into a technique called "viral 
marketing". Last month, the viruses appear to have murdered their host. One of the world's foremost 
scientific journals was persuaded to do something it had never done before, and retract a paper it had 
published. 

4- IMF and World Bank: Out of Control (By Russell Mokhiber and Robert Weissman) 

It is sad and pathetic that these reforms, limiting the ability of the World Bank and IMF to do harm, must 
come from the U.S. Congress. Sad, because institutions that claim to be devoted to eradicating poverty 
should not need such external discipline. Pathetic, because it is not people in affected countries who have the 
ability to influence the institutions’ policies, but uniquely the citizens of the United States. 

5- Meeting ATTAC worldwide. 


WTO Tidbits Australia, New Zealand, the US, the EU, Japan and 
Canada signified their support for the Swiss 
By the Attac work group on international treaties, proposal. Australia declared that it was puzzled by 
Marseilles the dissent of the developing countries, in view of 
the fact that they were to be the main 
1) An informal meeting if the Market Access beneficiaries of the discussions on market access 
Negotiating Committee (08/04/02) for non-agricultural products. 
Kenya, India, Egypt, Malaysia and China, with the 2) The US demanded more light on the technical 
support of other developing countries, pointed out assistance to be accorded to developing countries. 
that the Doha Declaration set no specific date for 
reaching an agreement on the modalities, contrary The US associate trade representative, speaking 
to the Swiss proposal which gave 31st March at a forum organised by Global Business Dialogue 
2003. and the National Council for Foreign Trade. urged 


WTO member countries to "reach agreement on 
technical assistance for the developing world, 
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which is one of the mandates of the Doha 
Declaration." His point of view was that this 
clarification was needed to "prevent the 
developing countries from affirming, at the next 
Ministerial Conference, that the development aid 
they had received was not sufficient to enable 
them to participate actively in the new round" of 
negotiations, technical assistance being designed 
strictly to help them in negotiations. A wider 
definition of technical assistance should include, 
according to the developing countries, an aid to 
development which would help tham implement 
their new obligations and take advantage of the 
new opportunities. The US wants to reduce the 
scope, while stressing the necessity, for the other 
international agencies (WB and Inter-American 
Development Bank amongst others), to coordinate 
their development plans with those of the WTO. 
Some developing countries, like Pakistan and 
Egypt, think that there are many sectors in which 
the WTO cannot provide serious and impartial 
technical assistance, ncluding that of preparing 
their governments for negotiation. 


3) ASEAN - US No possibility of progress 
towards a free trade area: 


At a meeting in Bangkok, R. Zoellick, the US Trade 
representative, discussed the possibility of a 
global free trade area with the Association of 
South-East Asian Nations, which groups 10 
countries in the region. He did however recognize 
that these countries presented such different 
economic levels that such a pact could only take 
shape in the long term. Bilateral trade between 
ASEAN and the US tripled in the nineties, the US 
showing a trade deficit of $32 billion dollars with 
the region, total exchanges being worth $120 
billions. 


A free trade treaty is to be signed between the US 
and Singapore by end 200. In this context, 100 
information technology products from two 
neighbouring Indonesian islands would have the 
same standing as those coming from Singapore. 
This clause should make the ASEAN more 
attractive than China as a destination for US 
investments. This initiative "will facilitate the 
localisation of US firms in the various countries of 
South-East Asia, by exploitation of their 
comparative advantages." 


Japan signed a bilateral free trade agreement with 
Singapore, and high officials of the Asean and 
China will meet in May to study the possibility of a 
regional free trade area. 
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4) No progress was made on the World Summit on 
Sustainable Development at the Third Preparatory 
Committee Meeting : 


This failure led participants to envisage opening 
the Fourth Committee (which was to be held at 
Bali from May 27th to June 7th) three days earlier 
than planned in the hope of making up for lost 
time. 


A large amount of the blame for this state of 
affairs is to be laid at the door of the US, Canada, 
Japan, Australia and the OPEC, all of which aim to 
derail the Johannesburg Summit (August 24th - 
September 4th) by blocking all possibility of 
reaching a well-thought-out agenda and list of 
aims. What is also noticed is the general lack of 
preparedness of governmental delegations, 
notably concerning the aims of the Summit. The 
UN itself is reproached for  ill-treating the 
negotiating process. 


5) Terrorism, one of the 3 main subjects to be 
dealt with at the G8 meeting next J une. 


In an interview with the South African President, 
the Canadian Prime Minister Jean Chrétien 
indicated that the J une Summit would give priority 
to three subjects : economic affairs, development 
in Africa and terrorism. 


6) The EU Commission wishes to cut down 
European fishing capacity 


This plan aims to reduce the size of the European 
fleet and the annual quotas, in an attempt to 
safeguard the endangered species in European 
waters. According to the WWF, the European fleet 
is at least 40% over capacity, and 40 of the 60 
commercialised species in the North-East Atlantic 
are over-fished. The European Commission would 
like the sums earmarked for modernising the 
trawlers to be converted to encouraging fishermen 
to look for alternative employment.. These radical 
changes would be coldly received by EU 
Mediterranean countries, all of whose industries in 
the sector have political clout. These countries 
have formed a common lobby, "The Friends of 
Fishing" to limit the changes. 


Contact for this article : omc.marseille@attac.org 





Land Reforms: An Evaluation of World 
Bank strategies 


By IDEAs 


4 


attac 


Land redistribution is the basic prerequisite for an 
inclusive, broad-based development that would 
allow a nation to ensure a decent standard of 
living for all its citizens. Mere technological 
advances and the use of improved seeds, 
fertilisers, tractors, harvesters, irrigation etc. have 
failed to provide millions of small and marginal 
peasants worldwide with even two square meals a 
day. As a result, many countries have tried to 
implement land reforms for the express purpose 
of: abolishing intermediaries enforcing tenancy 
reforms to regulate rent, secure tenure for 
tenants, and confer ownership on them 
implementing ceilings (and floors) on _ land 
holdings appropriating surplus land and 
distributing it among the landless and land poor 
reorganising agricultural land including 
consolidation of holdings and prevention of sub- 
division and land fragmentation, and establishing 
co-operative farming. 


The success in implementing land reforms has 
varied from country to country. As pointed out by 
James Putzel, redistributive land reforms have 
played an important role in the rapid growth that 
South Korea and Taiwan witnessed after World 
War II. Chinas success in reducing poverty is also 
the result of land reforms. Even the rise of Japan 
was founded on the land reforms carried out in the 
country, something that mainstream economists 
decline to acknowledge. 


www. |se.ac.uk/Depts/destin/workpapers/asiasubm 





ission. pdf 


However, in most countries the reforms failed to 
meet the targeted objectives. In many countries 
like India (unlike in the erstwhile communist 
countries), appropriation of surplus land was 
carried out only after compensating the owners of 
the land. The landlords were often successful in 
appropriating more than equitable compensation. 
This put a huge burden on the public exchequer, 
and the government could take over only a 
fraction of the land it intended to redistribute. In 
India, in particular, benami and farzi (fictitious) 
transfers took place to defeat the ceiling limits. 
Lack of political will was another major reason, as 
more often than not the influential politicians 
themselves owned acres of land above the 
ceilings. As Wolf Ladenjinsky put it, While officially 
the states accepted the ceiling programmes, they 
rejected them in practice. Absence of records was 
an impediment to proving that a tenant had been 
cultivating a particular piece of land for the past 
many days. Difference in quality of land was the 
chief obstacle to consolidating land holdings. Even 
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in cases where tenants got the ownership, lack of 
resources made them borrow from their erstwhile 
landlord (who doubled up as a moneylender) from 
whom the land was appropriated. 


Nevertheless, whatever may have been the extent 
of success, almost every country, at least 
Officially, recognised the need of _ state-led 
redistributive land reform in promoting economic 
development, contributing to equity and growth, 
challenging socio-political hierarchies, and, in the 
long run, providing political stability. Countries 
acknowledged the fact that high absolute ground 
rent resulting from land monopoly acts as an 
impediment to productivity increasing 
investments. Even Monica Das Gupta, Helene 
Grandvoinnet and Mattia Romani of the World 
Bank have said that nations have much to gain by 
initiating such institutional reforms. 


http: //econ. worldbank. org/docs/ 1194. pdf 





However, with the advent of the capital-intensive 
Green Revolution technology and mechanised 
farming, the efforts at redistributive land reforms 
were reversed. Even while the technology was 
proclaimed by many as scale-neutral, just the fact 
that it was costly made the distribution of gains 
from the technology uneven, with the rich and 
prosperous farmers emerging even richer owing to 
the adoption of the technology. The technology 
could have benefited the poor farmers if land 
reforms, and subsequently land consolidation, was 
completed before the introduction of the 
technology, and co-operativisation was 
encouraged by the government through offers of 
easy credit and expertise to the small peasants to 
enable them to make the switch to collective 
farming. 


In the absence of such support the small 
landowners simply found it uneconomical to 
cultivate and often sold their plots back to the 
richer farmers. These small landowners joined the 
stream of landless labourers, ensuring a steady 
supply of cheap agricultural labour to work on the 
lands of the richer farmers. With international 
donor agencies, including the World Bank, backing 
and funding Green Revolution technology, 
whatever success the countries depending on 
these agencies had achieved in the area of 
redistributive land reforms was overturned. These 
countries then started witnessing what may be 
called reverse land reforms, meaning increasing 
concentration of land holdings in the hands of big 
farmers. And the technology being capital- 
intensive getting jobs on farm became even more 
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difficult for the burgeoning class of agricultural 
labourers. 


Of late, even the World Bank has realised the 
importance of redistributive land reforms. It has 
finally accepted the contention that inequitable 
access to land impedes growth, and_ that 
institutional factors are as important as 
technological ones in improving agricultural 
productivity. The initiatives of the World Bank in 
pushing forward these reforms include titling, 
registries, land market facilitation, market-led 
redistribution and credit, technical assistance, and 
marketing support. Governments and aid agencies 
are following the lead of the Bank, aggressively 
implementing some or all of these reforms. From 
South Africa, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico, 
Columbia, and Brazil, to the Philippines, Thailand, 
Indonesia, India, and countless others, various 
combinations of these reforms are either being 
carried out or their possible implementation is a 
hot topic of national debate. 


However funding from private and international 
donors comes with too many strings attached. And 
yet, national governments cannot do without such 
loans and aids as they mostly suffer from lack of 
resources needed to carry out the reforms. 


www.nu.ac.za/csds/donor_13.PDF 





The emphasis laid by the Bank on market-assisted 
mechanisms of land redistribution is going to nip 
the objectives of such redistribution in the bud. 
Under the World Bank scheme loans and credits 
would be granted to the landless to buy land at 
market rates from wealthy landowners and to 
acquire fertilizers and technical assistance for 
new, marketable crops. 


http://www. globalexchange. org/wbimf/ips040601. 





html 


As Peter Rosset, the Director of Food First, has 
pointed out, market-assisted reforms are bound to 
fail because they place a heavy burden on poor 
people to repay expensive loans, often from 
harvests from poor soils as landowners often 
choose to sell the most marginal and ecologically 
fragile plots that they own. The market-assisted 
reforms are often viewed as an instrument of 
rewarding landlords rather than for improving the 
livelihoods of the landless poor. 


http://www. foodfirst. org/pubs/backgrdrs/2001/w0O 





lv7n1.html 
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Market-led policies proscribed by the World Bank 
and the IMF have in fact prevented land reforms 
from taking place in countries like South Africa 
and eliminated traditional community based land 
tenure systems in Melanasia to make it possible to 
individually own, buy and sell land. 


www. nlc.co.za/pubs/sacountryrep.htm 
http: //www.geocities.com/kk_abacus/mnpapua.ht 
ml 








And as Susana _ Lastarria-Cornhiel found out, 
market-assisted land reforms and privatisation of 
land holdings have also acted against the interests 
of women with women-led households in 
particular being the worst affected. 


www.aucegypt.edu/academic/src/conference/ pape 
rs/Privatization% 200f% 20Land% 20Rights. pdf 








The aim of land reforms is to facilitate changes in 
land ownership and occupational rights. Such 
changes will alter the income distribution, social 
status and political power structure. However, the 
model of land reforms being espoused by the 
World Bank is in no way going to achieve the 
above objectives, nor is it going to mitigate the 
abject poverty of the landless and the marginal 
farmers. National governments need to 
expropriate land holdings above the ceiling and 
distribute these among the landless and the 
marginal farmers free of cost, and provide these 
new owners with adequate credit facilities so that 
they do not fall back into indebtedness through 
borrowing from the same people who owned the 
land before. 


Published in collaboration with IDEAs. IDEAs has 
been established with the purpose of building a 
pluralist network of heterodox economists 
engaged in the teaching, research and application 
of critical analyses of economic development. 
http: //www.networkideas. org 





Contact for this article. 
webmaster@networkideas.org 





Corporations are inventing people to 
rubbish their opponents on the internet 


By George Monbiot 


Persuasion works best when it's invisible. The 
most effective marketing worms its way into our 
consciousness, leaving intact the perception that 
we have reached our opinions and made our 
choices independently. As old as humankind itself, 
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over the past few years this approach has been 
refined, with the help of the internet, into a 
technique called "viral marketing". Last month, 
the viruses appear to have murdered their host. 
One of the world's foremost scientific journals was 
persuaded to do something it had never done 
before, and retract a paper it had published. 


While, in the past, companies have created fake 
citizens’ groups to campaign in favour of trashing 
forests or polluting rivers, now they create fake 
citizens. Messages purporting to come from 
disinterested punters are planted on listservers at 
critical moments, disseminating misleading 
information in the hope of recruiting real people to 
the cause. Detective work by the campaigner 
Jonathan Matthews and the freelance journalist 
Andy Rowell shows how a PR firm contracted to 
the biotech company Monsanto appears to have 
played a crucial but invisible role in shaping 
scientific discourse. 


Monsanto knows better than any other corporation 
the costs of visibility. Its clumsy attempts, in 
1997, to persuade people that they wanted to eat 
GM food all but destroyed the market for its crops. 
Determined never to make that mistake again, it 
has engaged the services of a firm which knows 
how to persuade without being seen to persuade. 
The Bivings Group specialises in internet lobbying. 


An article on its website, entitled Viral Marketing: 
How to Infect the World, warns that "there are 
some campaigns where it would be undesirable or 
even disastrous to let the audience know that your 
organisation is directly involved... it simply is not 
an intelligent PR move. In cases such as this, it is 
important to first ‘listen’ to what is being said 
online... Once you are plugged into this world, it is 
possible to make postings to these outlets that 
present your position as an uninvolved third 
party... Perhaps the greatest advantage of viral 
marketing is that your message is placed into a 
context where it is more likely to be considered 
seriously." A senior executive from Monsanto is 
quoted on the Bivings site thanking the PR firm for 
its “outstanding work". 


On November 29 last year, two researchers at the 
University of California, Berkeley published a 
paper in Nature magazine, which claimed that 
native maize in Mexico had been contaminated, 
across vast distances, by GM pollen. The paper 
was a disaster for the biotech companies seeking 
to persuade Mexico, Brazil and the European 
Union to lift their embargos on GM crops. 
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Even before publication, the researchers knew 
their work was hazardous. One of them, Ignacio 
Chapela, was approached by the director of a 
Mexican corporation, who first offered him a 
glittering research post if he withheld his paper, 
then told him that he knew where to find his 
children. In the US, Chapela's opponents have 
chosen a different form of assassination. 


On the day the paper was published, messages 
started to appear on a biotechnology listserver 
used by more than 3,000 scientists, called 
AgBioWorld. The first came from a correspondent 
named "Mary Murphy". Chapela is on the board of 
directors of the Pesticide Action Network, and 
therefore, she claimed, "not exactly what you'd 
call an unbiased writer". Her posting was followed 
by a message from an "Andura Smetacek", 
claiming, falsely, that Chapela's paper had not 
been peer-reviewed, that he was "first and 
foremost an activist" and that the research had 
been published in collusion with environmentalists. 
The next day, another email from "Smetacek" 
asked "how much money does Chapela take in 
speaking fees, travel reimbursements and other 
donations... for his help in misleading fear-based 
marketing campaigns?" 


The messages from Murphy and Smetacek 
stimulated hundreds of others, some of which 
repeated or embellished the accusations they had 
made. Senior biotechnologists called for Chapela 
to be sacked from Berkeley. AgBioWorld launched 
a petition pointing to the paper's "fundamental 
flaws". 


There do appear to be methodological problems 
with the research Chapela and his colleague David 
Quist had _ published, but this is hardly 
unprecedented in a scientific journal. All science 
is, and should be, subject to challenge and 
disproof. But in this case the pressure on Nature 
was so severe that its editor did something 
unparalleled in its 133-year history: last month he 
published, alongside two papers challenging Quist 
and Chapela's, a retraction in which he wrote that 
their research should never have been published. 


So the campaign against the researchers was 
extraordinarily successful; but who precisely 
started it? Who are "Mary Murphy" and "Andura 
Smetacek"? 


Both claim to be ordinary citizens, without any 
corporate links. The Bivings Group says it has "no 
knowledge of them". "Mary Murphy" uses a 
hotmail account for posting messages to 
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AgBioWorld. But a message _ satirising the 
opponents of biotech, sent by "Mary Murphy" from 
the same hotmail account to another server two 
years ago, contains the identification 
bw6.bivwood.com. Bivwood.com is the property of 
Bivings Woodell, which is part of the Bivings 
Group. 


When | wrote to her to ask whether she was 
employed by Bivings and whether Mary Murphy 
was her real name, she replied that she had "no 
ties to industry". But she refused to answer my 
questions on the grounds that "I can see by your 
articles that you made your mind up long ago 
about biotech". The interesting thing about this 
response is that my message to her did not 
mention biotechnology. | told her only that | was 
researching an article about internet lobbying. 


Smetacek has, on different occasions, given her 
address as "London" and "New York". But the 
electoral rolls, telephone directories and credit 
card records in both London and the entire US 
reveal no "Andura Smetacek". Her name appears 
only on AgBioWorld and a few other listservers, on 
which she has posted scores of messages falsely 
accusing groups such as Greenpeace of terrorism. 
My letters to her have elicited no response. But a 
clue to her possible identity is suggested by her 
constant promotion of "the Centre For Food and 
Agricultural Research". The centre appears not to 
exist, except as a website, which repeatedly 
accuses greens of plotting violence. Cffar.org is 
registered to someone called Manuel Theodorov. 
Manuel Theodorov is the "director of associations" 
at Bivings Woodell. 


Even the website on which the campaign against 
the paper in Nature was launched has attracted 
suspicion. Its moderator, the biotech enthusiast 
Professor CS Prakash, claims to have no 
connection to the Bivings Group. But when 
Jonathan Matthews was searching the _ site's 
archives he received the following error message: 
"can't connect to MySQL server on 
apollo.bivings.com". Apollo.bivings.com is the 
main server of the Bivings Group. 


"Sometimes," Bivings boasts, "we win awards. 
Sometimes only the client knows the precise role 
we played." Sometimes, in other words, real 
people have no idea that they are being managed 
by fake ones. 


George Monbiot 
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FAIR USE NOTICE: This may contain copyrighted 
material the use of which has not always been 
specifically authorized by the copyright owner. 
Such material is made available in an effort to 
advance understanding of environmental, political, 
human rights, economic, democracy, scientific, 
and social justice issues, etc. It is believed that 
this constitutes a ‘fair use' of any such copyrighted 
material as provided for in section 107 of the US 
Copyright Law. In accordance with Title 17 U.S.C. 
Section 107, this material is distributed without 
profit to those who have expressed a prior interest 
in receiving similar information for research and 
educational purposes. For more information go to: 
http://www. law.cornell.edu/uscode/17/107.shtml 
If you wish to use copyrighted material for 
purposes of your own that go beyond 'fair use’, 
you must obtain permission from the copyright 
owner. 


IMF and World Bank: Out of Control 
By Russell Mokhiber and Robert Weissman 


The International Monetary Fund and World Bank 
are institutions out of control. 


For evidence, consider the institutions’ feeble and 
fatally flawed debt relief program. Under their 
Highly Indebted Poor Country (HIPC) initiative, the 
world's poorest countries can receive reduction of 
approximately one third of their current payments 
to overseas creditors -- if they endure six years of 
closely monitored, extremely intrusive "structural 
adjustment." 


Structural adjustment is the policy package that 
includes such measures’ as __ indiscriminate 
privatization, labor market deregulation, 
government spending cuts, trade and financial 
liberalization, economic deregulation, an emphasis 
on exports and charges ("user fees") for people to 
attend clinics for basic healthcare. 


HIPC is the institutions’ most important fig-leaf, a 
program designed to obscure the view of the harm 
they are doing to poor countries. The World Bank 
and IMF regularly tout HIPC as a sign of their 
responsiveness to the poor. 


But now the HIPC initiative is beginning to 
collapse, even on its own terms. In April, during 
their spring meetings, the IMF and Bank 
announced that several of the countries that have 
qualified for debt relief by suffering through the 
first three years of mandated — structural 
adjustment are about to lose their debt relief 
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eligibility. The charge: they have failed to 
implement structural adjustment conditions with 
sufficient vigor. 


Apparently, the Bank and Fund cannot control 
themselves. They want to exact more blood from 
the world's poorest countries, even when they 
must know it will sabotage their public relations 
campaign. 


There is, however, now an opportunity to rein in 
the Bank and Fund. 


This year, the World Bank is seeking new monies 
for its International Development Association 
(IDA), the arm of the Bank that lends to the 
poorest countries. 


Getting the U.S. contribution to IDA will require a 
vote by the U.S. Congress. 


A broad coalition of U.S. environmental, 
development, religious, labor and global justice 
organizations has formed to demand that if the 
United States decides to contribute to IDA -- a 
near certainty -- that it also work for policies that 
will reduce the IMF and Bank's power. (Essential 
Action is part of this coalition.) 


The coalition is drawing on a successful initiative 
of the year 2000, when the Congress enacted a 
law requiring the U.S. representatives to the 
World Bank and IMF to vote against projects or 
loans that included user fees for primary 
education or healthcare. 


The Treasury Department, which manages U.S. 
policy at the Bank and Fund, invented a 
duplicitous reading of the legislative language to 
avoid carrying out Congressional intent, especially 
on healthcare user fees. 


But the passage of the law helped force a 
reconsideration of education user fees. Now the 
World Bank, which for 15 years has encouraged 
school fees, is actively working to help countries 
remove such charges. In Tanzania, the recent 
elimination of school fees enabled 1.5 million 
children, who otherwise would have been locked 
out, to go to school. 


The coalition is now urging the United States to 
oppose loans or projects that include a range of 
harmful provisions, including restrictions on labor 
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rights, increased water charges for the poor, 
environmentally hazardous practices such as 
aggressive pesticide use, privatization without 
safeguards for workers and protections against 
corruption, and_ privatization of tobacco 
enterprises. (For details on the proposals, see 
http: //www.essentialaction.org/imf/worldbank_rep 
ort/IDA_FINAL_REPORT. pdf) 








The coalition is also proposing the IDA 
appropriation be accompanied by new U.S. 
support for debt cancellation for the poorest 
countries. social and environmental assessments 
of structural adjustment -- conducted before such 
policies are put into place -- and requirements 
that the World Bank measure the effectiveness of 
its project loans. 


Some set of these proposals will appear in an IDA 
authorization bill, which will be considered by the 
House financial services committee and the 
Senate foreign relations committee over the 
summer, as well as in the foreign operations 
appropriations bill, which is sure to pass by the 
end of the Congressional term. 


It is sad and pathetic that these reforms, limiting 
the ability of the World Bank and IMF to do harm, 
must come from the U.S. Congress. Sad, because 
institutions that claim to be devoted to eradicating 
poverty should not need such external discipline. 
Pathetic, because it is not people in affected 
countries who have the ability to influence the 
institutions’ policies, but uniquely the citizens of 
the United States. 


With that power and influence comes obligation. 
The Treasury Department will oppose the 
coalition's proposals, if for no other reason than it 
does not like Congress trying to direct policy 
toward the Bank and IMF. It will take an 
expression of citizen concern to overcome the 
Treasury Department's obstruction. 


Russell Mokhiber is editor of the Washington, 
D.C.-based Corporate Crime Reporter. Robert 
Weissman is editor of the Washington, D.C.-based 
Multinational Monitor, 
http://www.multinationalmonitor.org and co- 
director of Essential Action. They are co-authors of 
Corporate Predators: The Hunt for MegaProfits and 
the Attack on Democracy (Monroe, Maine: 
Common Courage Press, 1999; 
http: //www.corporatepredators.org) 
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(*) coorditrad@attac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. J ust contact them for further details. 





Meeting ATTAC worldwide. 
If you are interested in one of these rendezvous please click on http://attac.org/indexen/ See 
“ATTAC In the World” then “Meeting ATTAC” 





Wednesday 15 

AUSTRIA: Linz - Wien 

ESPANA: Sarria 

FINLAND: Helsinki 

FRANCE: Nantes - Versailles - Les Mureaux - Aix - Saintes - Paris 13 - La Rochelle - Flaury les Aubrais - 
Paris 15 


-- Friday 17 

AUSTRIA : Wien - Linz 
BELGIQUE BELGIE : Namur 
ESPANA : Madrid 

FRANCE : Nantes - Rouen 


-- Saturday 18 

AUSTRIA : Wien 

BELGIQUE BELGIE : Vervier - Eupen 
ESPANA : Madrid 

FRANCE : Nantes - Amiens 


-- Sunday 19 
ESPANA : Madrid 
FRANCE : Nantes 


-- Monday 20 
BRITAIN : London 
FRANCE : Nantes - Chateaubriant - Aix 


-- Tuesday 21 

BELGIQUE BELGIE : Liege 

DANMARK : Blagarden 

DEUTSCHLAND : Berlin 

FRANCE : Nantes - Saint Nazaire - Metz 


